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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE DEFENSE 
OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION AP- 
POINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 4 OF THE ORDER OF THE TRI- 
BUKAL DATED 13 MARCH 1946. 


20) Jane 1946 
COMMISSIONER: 
M. Martin Havard 
KHEXSXE THE GESTAPO 
(The Commission reconvened at 14@ hours) 
FRANZ STRAUB, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 
COMMISSIONER: We will swear the witness in. 


DR. MERKEL (Defense Counsel for the Gestapo) The oath has been taken 


COMMISSIONER: Then the witness is reminded that he is still under oath. 
THE WITNESS: Yes. 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. MERKEL: 
Q- I shall continue with the explanation of the witnese. If I understood 
you correctly, your testimony and the testimony of the witness, Knochen, then 
it was your intention to say the following. After the occupation of Belgium 
and Northern France, Thomas was appointed as head of the Sipo and SD? 
A. Yes. 
Q- Was he relieved of his office around the end of 19417 


: m Yes. 


Q- Was there an office created to serve the higher office of the SS and 
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was there created the office of the Chief Commander of the SD? 
A. Yes. 


Q. How did things develop after Thomas was recalled in Releium and Northern 


France? 


A. The man in charge of the office at Brussels became demty chie? of the 


Sipo and SD, with the military covernment there in Belgium and Northern France. 


Q. To whom was/man subordinate? 

A. He was subordinate both to the chief of the Sino, the Security Polite 
and to the head of the military operations in Belgium. 

Q. In what respects was he subordinate to the chief of military operations 
in Belgium, and in what respect was he subordinate to the chief of the Security 
Police in Belgium? 

A. As faras questions of personnel were concerned, he was subordinate to 
the chief of the Security Police. As far as the actual work was concerned, 
he was subordinate to the chief of military operations. 

Q. Was it, therefore, that only from the chief of military onerations 
actual orders so far as the work was concerned could be issmed? 

A. I assume that any orders issued by the chief of the Security Police, 
Sipo, and SD which were issued x had to be discussed with the military operations. 

Q. Did there exist in Belgium and Northern France independent nolice 
forces belonging to those countries? 

A. There existed in Beleium an independent government which hadt its 
own police force. 

Q. And how were things in Northern France? 

A. The situation was just the same in Norther France. 


Q. Did you cooperate with those independent police forces in those countries, 


and if so, how? ie 
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A. We Gid cooperate with the independent police force in Belgium, and we 
did so in the following manner. Just like the Security Police, the Belgium 
police received their sÈ orders from that department of military government 
which dealt with police matters. The Belgium police maintained a liaison 
men who were in contact both with the police department of the military govern- 
ment and with security police. 

Q. When and why did the Security Police in Belgium receive executive powers? 

A. Initially the Security Police didn't have any executive powers. The 
executive powers initially received — exclusive with the GSV, which stands 
for Secret Field Police - only after it had developed that that Secret 
Field Police in consideration with its own tasks was not able any longer to 
perform ex6cutive funcitons, they were transferred in individual cases to the 
Security Police. When the supreme SS and Political Leaders were appointed 
end to them were trensferred the functions of the Secret Field Police, then the 
Security Police had been given executive powers. I may say that practically 
that transfer of functions never became full fact, because soon after the ap- 
pointment of the supreme SS and Political Leaĉers, the invasion took place, 
and the executive functions were transferred back to the Secret Field Police. 

Q. Did certain fields of competence remain with the chief of military 
operations even after the police functions had been transferred to the Se- 
curity Bolice? 

A. Yes, particularly the defense against espionage, the defensewi thin the 
troops remained with the Chief of military operations. Since shortly thereafter 
the invasion succeeded, and Belgium again bezan a battle ground, those in- 
telligence and counter-intellizence functions became again a function of the 


fighting troops, and not of the military government in Belgium. 
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Q. What armament did the Security Police in Belgium, and of course in 
France, carry? 

A. The Security Police carried pistols and carbines and only until in 1942 
and 1943, they were equipped with machine pistols which mek could be thrown 
down from the air. 

Q. What do you mean by thrown down from the air? 

A. They were dropped by English pist pilots for the mw resistence move- 


ment in Belgiun. 


wW 
Q- Where/the people taken arrested by the Security police in Belgium 
/ 


and Northern France? 

A. Those people were at first taken to military gsx prison and then taken 
before the military courts martials. In addition to the military prison, be- 
cause there wasn't enough space in them, there was also used the camp at Breen- 
donk. 

Q. Who was in charge of administration and guarding of the military prisons? 

A. A special department of the Commando Staff of the military government. 

Q- On Page 3349 of the German text of the proceedings, there is a des- 
cription given of the Camp at Breendonk which you mentioned. Have you a per- 
sonal knowledge of that camp? 

A. Yes. 

Q- Why and for what purpose had that camp been established? 

A. There was a lack of military prisons in that district. 

Q. Who created that military prison? 

A. The military government requested the competent office of the Security 
Police to find appropriate location for such a prison camp and in the course 
of those proceedings Muskuimxvaexcmtarcteixanixemex Breendonk was selected and 


one reason was because the King of Belgium and his staff had stayed there until 
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the end of military operations in 1940. 
Q- Document 7276, RF 329, states on page #4: "The administration of the 
Camp at Breendonk was in the hands of the Gestapo." Is that correct? 
A. The Gestapo had nothing to do whatsoever with the conduct and super- 
vision of the camp at Breendonk. 
Q- Who was in charge of the surveys of the prisoners and guarding of the 
camp? 
A. A military unit ux was used for the guarding of the camp. Director of 


the camp was appointed who had a small staff of his own, and this group was in 


charge of the supervision of the prisoners. 


Q- Did Department #4 of the SD - that would be the State Police - did they 


have anything to do with the administration, and supervision of the camp? 
A. No, they didn't have angtktmxxtexdexnithx to do anything at all. 
Q- Was the camp used for longer periods of arrests or only for brief periods? 
A. It was used only for temporary safekeeping. There were sent to that 
camp people who had committed crimes andother actions against the occupied 
power and other people who were sent there for short so-called protective 
custody. 
Q- Could you tell us some details about those so-called protective 
custody orders? 
A. That security custody proceeding was used to prevent the use of pro— 
tective custody procedure. 
Document UK 76, on Page 3 claims that after the outbreak of the German- 
War, many communists were in prison there. Is that correct? 
Commnists were not sent there for being commniste, but they were sent 
there because they had got bands together who committed crimes of violence against 


the German occupied force as well as against Belgium. I may say that until 


— 
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the outbreak of Russian-German War wemaintained, so to say, with the commnists 


and their leaders in Belgium, because, making reference to the Russian-German 
treaty, they cdlaborated with us and gave us information on existing communist 
organizations. 

Q. Were Jews kept in the camp at Breendonk? 

A. Jews as far as they had contact or belonged to the above mentioned 
categories - guilty of crimes were kept at Breendonk and until the time when 
mpeteat special Jewish camp in Mecheln was established, Jews were also kept in 
Breendonk as a concentration point to prepare for enigration. 

Q- Document UK 76, claims on page 3, that more strict and more severe re- 
gulations governed the Jews. Is that correct? 

A. I stressed already that I had nothing to do with the administration 
of the camp ams but I can't imagine why special rules should have been in force 
regarding the Jews. Particularly as far as those Jews were concerned who were 
gathered there in preparation of their emigration. There certainly didn't 
exist any reason why they should have been treated more severely than the other 
prisoners. 

` Q. Where were the people arrested taken from the camp at Breendonk? 

A. Those people who had to come before the military court were taken there. 
The other people who were there only in Security custody were kept there until 
the military government informed uqthat the Security custody was terminated. 

Q. What was the capacity of that camp? 

A. I guess that there were never more and probably less than 500 people 
there. 

Q. Was there compulsory labor for the prisoners at that camp? 


A. For those people who were fit to work, labor in the camp was compulsory, 
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For those who were not fit or only partially fit, such consideration was granted. 
Q- Do you know whether the chief of the Sipo was informed of cases of mis- 
treatment and whether he took any steps against their recurrence? 
A. I recall that in the early periods of the existence of the camp = I think 
in the Winter of 1941 - complaints reached the chief of the military government, 
and he appointed æ commission to investigate the conditions there. 


Q- Was that camp at any time ordered to initiate mass campaigns of mis- 


trea{ment? Were such orders at any time issued by the head office of the 


Security Police? 

A. It is true that the head office of the Security Police knew of the 
existence of that camp, but I cannot imagine that at any time it took any 
measures to x<utkusuesxtkexesx interfer with the conduct of the camp or its 
administration. I never heard of it and I can't imagine that it happened. 

Q- Were any executions performed within the territory of the camp? 

A. Yes. 

Qe Who ordered and who carried out those executions? 

A. Sentences of military courts were carried out by military units upon 
orders of the military chief. I must add that there was a special military 


was 
unit/there to carry out executions and I know that the executions what whey 


performed Oe rit E by the military courts, but were ordered by the Fuehrer 
or OKW or any other authority I don't know. 

Q- Did the Security Police have any part in those executions? 

A. No. 

Q. The mentioned document UK 76 claims on page 2 that about 250 prisoners 
of that camp perished due to lack of food or as result of mistreatment, 450 


are reported to have been shot and 12 hanged. Is that correct? 
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A. I do not know how many executions were carried out there, and I don't 
know of any cases that people died as a result of mistreatment. I do know that 
certain diseases brmuxkkxbsrk broke out there and that certain people died 
of those disease and I mst add that as a result of the outbreak of such diseases, 
the military commando appointed a military physician to be in charge of the camp. 
Q» Were any collective fines imposed upon the prisoners of the camp? 
A. The only man who could have issued such orders wiktek would have been 
the director of the camps. Whether he had the authority to impose such col- 
lective fines as result of camp regule tions issued by the military authorities, 
I don't know anything about it. 
Q. Page 6 of Document UK 76, claims that there existed an order compelling 
the prisoners to crawl below the bed and it is claimed that Lt. Braus stepped 
end trambled on the prisoners during the procedure? 
A. I know nothing about those claims. I never heard of then. 
/, - Lt. Comdr. Harris: I suggest that the witness has disqualified him- 
self $0 testify concerning atrocities which may or may not have occurred within 
the camp. He says he doesn't know anything about it, and I don't think we are 
eccomplishing anything by asking the questions. 

Dr. Merkel: I would like to state that this question was the first 
to which the witness was not able to answer. He is well acquainted with the 
conditions which existed in Breendonk, because he had been there. I, therefore, 
consider him qualified to answer those questions on which he knows and which 
he can answer. 

Commissioner: All right - proceed. 

Q- Is is true that hoods were drawn over the heads of prisoners when they 


left their cells? 


A. Again I can't say yes or no. I can only venture a guess as to an answer. , 
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MR. MONNERAY: I think this time really it is only a question of a 
possibility of his knowing. I think you should go on and not stay on this 
point. 

Q. At least I would like to ask the witness then ~ do you know that cer- 


tain members of certain resistence movements actually had drawn such hoods 


over their faces and for the reasons that otherprisoners should not be able 


to recognize them? 

A. There was some talk to that effect, and I had mentioned before that there 
existed a special unit of a special court there at Breendonk which had their 
own prisoners there. Due to thepuxtet particularly secret character of that 
crime, it was considered necessary to conceal the identity of those prisoners 
so that no other person in the camp could recognize them, so it is quite pos- 
sible that thom prisoners were made to wear such special hoods whenever they 
left cells or corssed passage ways in the camp. I! haven't seen it bedause 
during the period of time I didn't come to that camp. 

Q. The document UK 76 claims on page 15 that Breendonk had been worse 
than concentration camps in Germany? 

A. I didn't see any German concentration camps, but due to the strict 
control and supervision executed by the military commander I can imagine that 
condition at the camp were worse than those regulated by the camp directive, 
and if there are utmiiux single cases in which those regulations were ob- 
served than the camp director would have to take the blame for tku such 
conditions. 

Q- The same document on page 8 claims that it repeatedly occurred that 
prisoners were thrown into a ditch surrounding the camp and that many of them 
drowned there. Do you know of such incidents? 

A. I haven't heard of such incidents, but I believe if khay that occurred 


that 
chez would have reached the military commander. 
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MR. MONNERAY: I think it has been shown it is sufficient that the 


m 


witness here only from time to time end not very often went in this camp, sọ 


I think it is not necessary any more to put questions to himbbout permanent 


conditions inside this camp. 

' COMMISSIONER: The Commission rules that in future cases the witness 
should simply state whether he has knowledge or not of certain conditions, but 
it should not be expected that he should give personal opinions on any of those 
matters. If, hwever, witness should actually be informed about existing con- 
ditions, then he may explain shui the relevancy, —— case should he be 


permitted to pass personal judgments. 
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Q. Document Ext UK 76, REx822, page/ł£, states that all prisoners, with 
very few exceptions, who were interrogated in Breendonk were mistreated and 
beaten. Is that correct? 

A. I know nothing about it, nor have there been any complaints. 

Q. The same page mentions a torture chamber in Breenéonk. Was there such 
@ xeimk thing? 

A. I only know of two interrogetion rooms, which were furnished,exactly 
like any other civil service offices, with a desk and a couple of chairs. 


Q. Page 12 of the same document states that interrogations were undertaken 


usually by Gestapo officials from Ruxss Brussels and Antwerp. If they had no 
someone 
authority to torture/amzmmm, they telegrephed @eeERy the Gestapo office in 


Brussels which had the records of the prisoners, in order to ask whether they 
were permitted to torture. In Brussels, Standertenfuehrer Dr. Canaris usually 
answered in the affirmative. Later, Obersturmbannfuehrer Ehlers. At the last, 
it was Canaris again. Will you please elucidate? 

A. The prisoners who were transferred to Breendonk were transferred by the 
entire security police from the entire area of the konmendo from Belgium and 
France only if the existing wehrmacht FrizzzarExRA prisons no longer had room. 
Besides the security police, the secret field police also, and the field 
gendarmery, “also transferred prisoners there for the same reasons. I also will 
mention here that special units by the name of Ratx "rote kapelle" delivered 
their prisoners there. The people who were interrogated could not all belong, 
without any further comment, to the security police in Brussels. But as far as 
they did belong to the secret police or any other authorities subordinate to 
them, the chief of the office in Brussels would have been the proper authority 
to grant third degree methods. The conducting expert had to ask permission in 


writing for any third degree interrogations, basing his request on certain reasons 
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for it. There is no question of any torture, but the only way permission could 
have been asked for would have been by letter. - Any other means of communication 


is not known to me. If this permission had been requested by telephone, this 


telephone would have been a public telephone--which, of Atis, would have been 


Belgian property. I cannot assume that any permission such as a third degree 
interrogation could have been asked for in the way steted. 

Q. Were there Belgian or Frencn SIPO or SD priscne? Did the SD or SIPO 
heave authority to institute proceedings again foreign nationals in Belgium or 
in Northern France, or to execute seth them by shooting? 

A. No. I have mentioned that all people arrested by SIPO or secret police 
fa or field gaze gendarmery had to be transferred to military grt posts. 

Q. Did the security police order the shooting of hostages in Belgium or 
in Northern France? Were there concentration camps in Belgium or in Northern 
France? 

A. There were no concentration camps in Belgium or in Northern France on 
the model of German concentration camps, which executed protectivegemmtmryx custody. 

Q. Who was commandant for the evacuation of Jews from Belgium and the North 
of France? 

A. In order to answer this question properly, I must discuss the orgenization 
of the deputy of tne chief of the security police. Department One was tka in 
charge of administration and personnel; Department two , enemies of the ideology; 
Department Three, living areas; Department Four, Gestapo; Department Five, 
criminal police; Department Six, foreign intelligence service. Section One 
employed administrative officials; Section Two employed SA fuehrers and perhaps 
some criminal police; Section Three, again SA fuehrers; Section Four, Gestapo 
officials and employees; Section Five, again detectives amt (criminal police); 


‘Section Six, SD employees. Collection and deportation of individuals was taken 
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care of by Department No. 2. In May 1943, Section Two was dissolved, and 
matters pertaining to dmwixk Jews, Freemasons, and churches were transferred 
to Section Four--which was the Gestapo. 

Q- When was Section Bichnann put in charge of these whtters? 

A. Section Eichmann wes in charge of tnis in an executive cepacity at 
iii Reichssichereitsyieupt at 

Q. What were the functions of the Jewish Committee in Brussels? 

4. The Jewish Committee in brussels was active in the care of Jews. This 
council 

Jewisb/zsunszł took an active part in taking care of personal matters of these 

people and also taking care of the clothing and food supplies during their 

transportation. 

Q. Who supervised the sheiter, treatment, and food supply ? 

A. I am convinced that this came under the military administration. 
Internal administration and supervision was executed by Section Two, which I 
mentioned before. On approximately the first of May, 1943, theee functions 
were transferred to Section Four. 


Q. Who actually transferred the Jews to Mecheln? 


Section Two, which I have just mentioned. 


A. 
Q. What wes the purpose of the evacuation of these Jews? 
A. 


Toward the end of the year 1940 or the beginning of 1941, Jews were 
asked to report at a certain place. The only thing known in the subsequent time 
was that these people were to be used to labor in the reconstruction of the East. 
We believed that our conviction was confirmed by letters which we had received 
from the military authorities or the Jewish council. These letters came from 
the Cad rund a he y Lee nen they asked the addresses to Sm take care of 
belongings which they hed stored. 


Q. In connection with the Jewish problem, did anyone in your circle discuss. . 


d 


/ 


the final solution of tha it, and what was understood by it? 
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A. Hegarding tne solution of the Jewish problem in general, or regerding 
the Jewish problem in Belgium? 
Q. The problem in general. 
A. I have never heard anything about the final solution in general. 
Q. Did the security police in Belgium confiscate the fortunes of the Jews? 
A. I can answer this question only beginning with the period starting I May 
1943. I do know tnat then the Jews' fortunes were not confiscated by the security 
police. The confiscation of the Jewish fortunes--or, as they were called, "enemy | 
fortunes"--was with Group Twelve of the military administration. 
Q. Do you know anytning about how tne transports were equipped and who 
furnished the accompanying personnel? 
A. I mex never saw such a transport personally, but the lagerfuehrer 
informed me that, at least after May 1, 1943, these transports were equipped 
very weli. He told me that the Jewish Committee, particularly; played a big 
role in this. Food; blankets, — end medical aupplies were furnished for a 
or 


longer period than was required sy/the actual travel time. Up to May, 1943, it 


was done by Section Two. After May, 1943, a group composed of volksdeutsecn who 


if. fh * 
originated ine Wanal and Rumania took this éxasexmmutian transport from 


Mecheln to the frontier. However, it was not always tims. That only happened 
occasionally. Usually these transports were taken over by the ordnungspolizel 
and were accompanied from Mecheln to their final ax destination. 

Q. Is it correct that, contrary tc the orders issued by Eichmann, the 
Jewish Committee was authorized to open homes for children and sick people? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Is it correct that, contrary to the orders of Himmler, six to eight 


hundred Jews were left in Mecheln when the troops éecamped? 
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A. Tne lagerfuehrer telephoned me, since he couid not get hold of another 
official, to ask me for the preparation of railroad cars for the transportation 
of the people as ordered by Himmler in his area of authority. I advised him, 
since mI did not have any authority to issue orders, to leave these Jews in tne 
camp. I asked him to turn them over, including their property and their available 
rations, to the Jewish indigent personnel. He himself was to withdraw when the 
kommando commandant of Mecheln himself mkkiġraw withdrew. I had no opportunity to 
check on this in person, but later on I met —“ in Hasselt and asked them 
whether the lagerfuehrer acted according to my attvkx advice. That was confirmed. 

Q. Is it correct that the German police generaliy were designated as Gestapo 
or SD within the area of authority witnout the public's being informed about tne 
details or the tasks of every individual factor of the orgenization? 

A. In Beigium, as everywhere else, the Gestapo was held responsible for 
everything that m happened. Neitner the public nor the authorities had any 
concept of the detaiied tasks which nad been assigned to each one. In addition 
to that, some gangs used this designation in order to be able to commit arrests, 
mistreatments, or any other punishable actions. 

Q. What do you know about the activity of the SS or the police courts? 

A. it is very weli known everywhere that sentences were executed more 
MaN en tne SS and police courte than in the general courts. 

ere 


Q./ Gestapo employees gxaiuakkx guilty of some punishable offense wara also 


sentenced in these courts? 


A. ites. It was generally known tha tfentences against members of the 
ed 
security police or the SD were very severe. Himmler had order/the printing of 


the procedure before these courts in pamphleté form. These pamphlets were 
distributed to ali offices, where they were read during the training and 


axeadut educational courses of the civil service employees in order to be effective 
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as a medium of teaching and also as a horrible example. Aliso, it was knowrn—- 
and tne civii service employees were informed of it-—that in occupied «ummm 
territory they had to keep their hands clean in every direction, bedause, after 
a possibly victorious war, the police would still have to take care of cases 
which up to the date of victory might not nave been cleared up. 

Q. Previously you mentioned"verscharfte vernehmung." Were such "verscharfte 
vernehnung" being practiced within your area of authority? 

A. Such "third degree" interrogations took place. As I previously stated, 
they had to be authorized by the chief, who either authorized them or rejected 
then. 

Q. How many such "third degrees" took place between 1940 and 1944? 

A. We must again refer to the orgenizationg. The chief of ine office in 
Brussels authorized those applications which were submitted by the office in 
Brussels. Whether the chiefs of the outlying offices or, later, their successors, 
the kommandos of the security police, were in a position to authorize such 
action, I do hot know. 

Q. Will you answer my question. How large was the number of such interroga— 
tions in Ruxzsł Brussels? 

A. It is my opinion that there were mo more than fifty during the entire 
time in Belgium. One must consider — third degree, though amrkrrk 
e@uthorized, may have taken place actually. I wish to repeat that a transgression 
of the directive was not permitted. 

Q. What, exactly, were these "third degree" interrogations? 

A. The only thing I can remember from the directive was the withdrawal 
of one meal, manacles, and--at the worst--beating with a stick. A definite 


number of strokes with a stick without an attending physician; if the number of 


strokes exceeded ten, the attendance of a physician was prescribed. Then, too, 


p 
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limit was set. I cannot recall it; fifteen or tweuty-five strokes. 

Q. Were there any xuxxxuctianaxaf instruments of torture kept in the office 
of the chief of the security police in Brussels or any of the outlying offices, or 
anywhere within tne sphere of your authority? 


A. Officially, there were no torturexkuxtkxeuexz instruments. They were 


prohibited, and, consequently, they could mot have been acquired. 


Were ne 
Q./ Wnxkxeft the torture cellars, which are repeatedly cited by the Prosecution, 


in existence? 
offices 

A. The security police had no torture cellars. The/mffiemes of the security 
police had arrest cells where the prisoners were to be kept during the period 
before they were sent to military prisons. There was a strict order which required 
that prisoners, because of the meals, gauk were not to be picked up in the morning 
before eight o'clock and were to be brought back before eleven o'clock, were not 
to be picked up before two o'clock, and had to be returned by six o'clock. In 
Brussels it was as follows: If one wished to interrogate a prisoner outside 
office hours, one had to make an application to the commander of the jail. 

Q. Would it have been possible to hide the tortures which az are said to 
have occurred daily? 

A. The security police had their offices in what were originally apartment 
buildings, and they were not constructed to hide anything without its becoming 
known. The general public, for reasone ot its own, perhaps for intervention t 
or to have a question answered, posted themselves in the hallways amk of these 
buildings. 

Q. When Belgian nationals were arrested, n E A connected with Belgian 
society try to intervene for such people? 

A. It was customary in Luxembourg, and I do not believe it different in France, 


that the public, for the slightest reason, turned to the military commander or to 


i 


the military government or to the different sectors of the police. People inter- R 
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by 
vened either by telephone, in person, or by letter+~-/3x telephone or in person 


frequently even before the person who had been arrested had ari arrived at the 
headquarters of the organization which had mede the arrest - Every arrest, by 
order of the military commander of the military government, had to be nade in 
sevenfold copies, of which five copies mk went to each police sector. Among 
these five sectors, the Belgian police was included. 

Q. The German document, page3304, Document F 560, RF 3053 “One mast conclude 
from checking these testimonies that the barbarism which was applied & during 
these interrogations were always the same in the several localities mentioned." 
Will you please elucidate? 

A. Nothing except "verscharfte vernehmung" was permitted within the frame- 
work of police activity, referring to the directive mentioned. In my opinion, 
such mistreatment and torture of the arrestees can never have teken place. 

Q. The same page declares the following: “A man who made an attempt to 
escape and was captured was put back into his cell, turned over to police dogs, 
and eaten alive." 

A. I have heard nothing regaraing this case, and no doubt that would have 
been made public. & Aside PT -a fact, xmax I do not know of a single case 
where police dogs were used. There weren't any. 

Q. [Page 4306 of the German record,a & Gestapo headquarters in Armentieres 
is mentioned. Was there a Gestapo office in Armentieres? 

A. I only re@all tnat there was one office in Northern France, and that was 
in Lille. 

Q. Page 3308 mentions a torture cellar in Yak Valenciennes. Was there such 


a torture chamber ( 


A. According to my knowleége, Valenciennes max also, béing in Northern 


France, had no security police office. C/ 
% 
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Q. I am submitting to you the document F 560 RF 305. I should like to 
read a few grea excerpts from that document: Page 15 of this document ment ions{/ 
& man by the name of Stanis as a member of the Gestapo. Is that correct? 


A. Neither the Gestapo nor the security police had a member by the name of 


Stanis. 


Q. Page 16 mentions a Gestapo office in Arras, and also mentions a certain 
ww 


man by the name of rai aii 


A. As faras I know, Loos was a military prison near Lille. There was a 
men who belonged to the office of Lilie by the name of Habener. 

Q- Page 19 mentions mistreatment by the security police in Lille. The 
page mentions the feldpolizei. 

& A. The felgpolizei had nothing to dofith the security police. I have 
nothing to say zaa in regard to that. As far as I Can remember, the security 
police and the commander of the security police was extant in that part of Lille 
Called La Madelaine. If the statement of the interrogee is correct, the official 
has committed an infraction of the rules. Hitting him or stepping on him were 
not permitted to the interrogator in accordance with the directive,ixkaym even 
wren it was a "verscharfte vernehmung." 

Q. I am submitting to you F 571, RF 307. Page 21 of this document mentions 
ottices of the Gestapo in Courdreyam and Tourquois. Were there any offices of the 
mada security police ké here? 

A. There was no office of the security police in Tourquois. There wes none 
in Courdray either. 

Q. Page 27 mentions an office of the Gestapo in Boulogne & sur mer. 

å. There was none there. I stated before, as far as I know there was only 


en office in Lille. 
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Q- Page 30 speaks of police in civilian clothing. Is this a sign that 
it was security police? 

å. That is no proof at all, because the secret field police, as well as 
the counter—intelligence and specially-charged troops, wa also appeared in 
civilian clotnes< as well as uniform. Also, illegal troops calling themselves 
Gestapo appeared both in umfix uniform and in civilian clothes. The military 

. 
commander in Belgium and Northern France kad, by means of the press, repeatedly 
pointed out such counterfeit police; he published the identification cards of 
all the police sections including the identification cards of the Belgian police. 
He asked the population to immediately call up any military office if anyone 
should come to them gmykhing claiming to be police and having no identification 
card. 

Q. Referring to Chapter Two of the document designated as UK 76, RS 329, 
Page 60 reads as follows: "We can actually say that no one arrested by the 
Gestapo has escaped mistreatment." 

A. I was in Belgium for four years. No one ever iam made any statement at 
any time that anywhere did he suffer such treatment at the hands of the police. 
Whenever any disagreement arose, the militery commander, as well as the chief 
of the pertinent office of the @ security police, stepped in. I, myself, took 
steps because it was not in the mental makeup of the professional policeman to 
act in such a manaer. If it is stated here that practically no one, or no one 
at ell, escaped beatings, there are as many witnesses as tkayxa there are 
adults in Belgium. 

Q. The last question referring to the subject: Were there any "verscharfte 
vernelmung" practiced against women? 


A. Wo; such interrogations were never permitted in the case of women. As 


, f 
far as I can remember, the directive verbatim, it does not mention specifically IN 
ZO 
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that subject; but it was considered generally a law in the security police that 
women were not to undergo third degree interrogations, and that they were not to 
use manacles on them. 


adjourned 
(The Commissionmt/at 1700 hours.) 
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operations in 


he subordinate to the chief of 


n what respoct was he 


subordiiucto 


t Security Pclice in 30 Lziuri? 
A 4s far as questions of 


personnol were concernod, he wi 


subordinato ko chiof of the Security Police, 
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a8 £2 
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ly from the chiof of military 
Operations actual orders <8 tho work was concerned 
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to those countrics? 


independent gevernnent which 


Lorn Franco? 


sano in Northorn TPANCOs 
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independont police forcos 


30 countrics, and if 
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We did cooporcate wiu police force in 
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witri tho police depertriont of tho mZlitar 
Geverniuiont and with socurity police, 
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Initially the Socurity Polico didn't have any oxocutive 


exccutive bowers initially roccived S$ exclusive 
the GSV, whicli stands for Scerct Ficld Polico = only aftor 
a doveloned that that Secret Ficld Police in considoration 
was not cble any longer to porforr exccutive 
i Sisy /transforrod in individual ecses to tho Scecurity Polico, 
sho suprorno SS 
trinsforred the 
od Deon given cxocutive powers, 
trensf of functions never becanie 


&ppointnont of the suprere $S 


e 


and the executive 
Field Polico. 
ficlds of coripetonee remain with the chiof 


of wilitary oporations ovon ofter i police functions kad beon 
Socurity 
of 
thoroaftor the invasion succce dod, 
vattlo sro those intelligence and 
function of 
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What armanent cid the Security Police in Belgium, and of course in 


The Security Police carricda pistols and carbines and only until 


19.3, they were equipped with machine pistols which could be 


thrown 


down from tho aire 


1 by thrown down from the air? 


were dropped by English pilots for the resistance movement in 


wer. the people taken arrested by the Security Police in 


wn and Northern France? 


col 


peSple were 


the military prison, 


nr 


z? a: 
there wasn't 


O 


also used the camp at 


administration and suarding of the military 


at Breendonk which you 


np? 


competent office of the 

moh ‘rI caon ATIY no 4 the 

Suca a prison cam ana in nc 
ne reason was because 


ore until the ond of military 


Document #276, RF "The administration of 


vt Breendonk was in the hands of the Gestapos" Is that correct? 


A The Gestapo had nothi ng to do whatsoever with the conduct and super- 


of the camp at Breendonke 


167 
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Q ‘tho was in charge of the surveys of the priscners and guarding of 
the cam? 
rilitary unit was used forthe cuarding of the campe Director 
alistaff of his own, and this group was 
f the supervision of the prisoners. 
Q DLA Department #) of the SD -= that would be the State Police -= 


ey have anything to do with the administraticn, and supervision of the 


they didn't have to do anything at all, 


=) 


the camp used for longer periods of arrests or only for brief 


It was used only for temporary safekeepinge There were 
omitted crimes and other actions against the 
were sent there for short soecalled 
protective custodye 
Could you tell us some detai aout those so-called protective 


4 


That security custody proceeding was used to prevent the 


protectiv. custody procecurce 
Q Document UK 76, on Pas ins that after the outbreak of the 
Gorman-Russian Jar, many communists wore in prison there. Is that correct? 
Communists were not sont there for being communists, but they 
7 


because they had got bands torether who committed crimes of 


violence asaimst the German occupicd force s well as against Belriun. I 


nay say thot until the oufbreak of Russian—German War we naintained, so to 


7 


speak, with tho cormunists and their leaders in Belgium, because, making 
reference to e Russian-Gernan treaty, they collaborated with us and save 
usAnf orati» on existing communist organizations. 
Q Werc Jews kept in the carp at Breendonk? 
Jews as far as they had contact or belonged to the above mentioned 
categories == suilty of crimes vere kept at Brecendonk and until the tine 
yhen special Jewish cap in Mecheln was established, Jews were also kept in 


Breoendccnk as a concentration point to prepare foremi-ratione 
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Q Document UK 76, claims on page 3, that more strict and more severe 
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regulations roverned the JewSe Is that correct? 
A I stressed already that I had nothing to do with the adni nistration 


of the camp but I can't imasine why special rules should have been in force 


regarding the Jers, Particularly as far as those Jews were concerned who 


were gathered there in preparation of their cmigratione There certainly 
didn't exist any reason why they should have been treated more severely 
than the other prisoners. 
C-were the people arrested taken frog the camp at Breendonk? 
people whe hac to come ’ efore the military court were taken 
The other people who were there onl: in Security ustody wer 
il the military covernment inf ‘armed 
terminated. 


I guess that there wore never more and probaly less 


> work, labor in the camp 


SPOUTS ls mr 
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For those who were not fit or only partially fit, such consideration was 


qq J 
gronted. 


Q “5 you know whether the chief of the Sipo was informed of cases 
of mistreatment and whether he took any steps aga t their recurrence? 

+ recall that in the carly period of the existence of the camp = 

he inter of 1941 > complaints reached the chief of the military 
goverment, and he appointed a commission to investigate the conditions there, 

Q as that camp at any time ordered to initiate — campaigns of 

mistreatment? “ere such orders at any time issued by the head office of the 
Security Police? 

It is true that the head office of the security Police knew of the 
existence of that campy but I eannot imagine that at any time it took any 
measures to interfere with the conduct of the camp or its administration. 


never heard of it and I eonft imagine that i 


Q Were any executions perfo 


carried 
nilitary courts 
pon orle 5 en tary chicfe I must add that there was c specinl military 
unit there to carry : executions «nd I know that the executions that they 
performed were not ordered by the military courts, but 
Fuehrer or OK! or any Other authority I don?t know. 


Q Dia the Sccurity Police have any part in those 


document UK 76 claims on pa it about 25 
prisoners of that camp perished due to lack of food or as a result of mis- 
treatment, 450 are reported to have been shot and angede Is that correct? 

I do not know how many executions were carried oyt there, and I 
& result of mistreatment. I do 
thst certain diseases broke out there and that certain peonl 
those diseases and I must add that as a resultof the outbro: 


the military commando appointed a military physician to be in charge of the 


camp? 
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Q vere any collective fines imposed upon the prisoners of the camp? 

A The only men who could have issued such orders woul? have beon the 
director of the campse ‘ihother he had tho authority to impose such collective 
fines as result of camp regulations issued by the military authorities, I 
don"t know anything about ite 

Q Page 6 of Document UK 76, claims that there existed an order 
compelling the prisoners to crawl below the bed and it is claimed that Lt. 

the prisoners curing the procedcure? 

I know nothing about those claims. I never heard of them. 

BY LT. COMDR. HARRIS: I suggest that the witness has disqualified himself to 
testify concerning atrocities which may or may not have o ccurred within the 
came He says he doesn't know anything about it, and I don't think we 
\ccomplishing anything by asking the questions. 

DR. MERKEL: I would like to state that this question was the first 
to which the witness was not able to answere He is well acquainted with the 
conditions which existed in Breendonk; because he had been there. I, 
therefore, consider him qualified to answer those qu: on which he knows 
and which he ean answer. 

COMMISSIONER: All right = procecd.e 

Q £ z e that hoodsvere drown over : adc f prisoners when 
they lcft their 
soy yes or noe I can only venture a gucss as to an 
answer. 

MR. MONNERLY: I think this timo really it is only a question of a 
possibility of his kmnowinzs I think you should go on and not stay 
pointe 

Q ike S > Witness then =- do you know that 
certain members of certain resistance movements actually had drawn such hoods 
over their faces and for the reasons that other prisoners should not be able 
to recovnize them? 

A There was some talk to that effect, and I had sntLoned before that 


1a 


their own prisoners theree Duc to/particularly secret character of that crime, 


71 
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it was considered necessary to conceal the identity of those prisoners so 
that no other person in the camp could recognize them, so it is quito 


possible that those prisoners were made to wear such special hoods whenever 


they left colls of crosscd passage ways in the camp. I haven't sceon it 


because during the period of time I didn't come to that campe 
4 The document UK 76 claims on page 15 that Breendonk had been 
worse than concentration camps in Germany? 

I didn't see any German concentration c amps, but due to the strict 
control snd supervision executed by the military ccmmander I can imagine 
that conditions at the camp were worse than those regulated by the camp 
Cirective, and if there are Single cases inwhich those regulations were 
observed than the camp director would have to take the blame for such condit- 
Lionse 
The same document on page 8 claims thet it repeatedly occurred 

were thrown into a ditch surro nding the camp anc that many 
of them drowned there, |] VOU now of such incidents? 


of such incidents, but I believe if that occurred 


that would have reached the military commander. 





— — 


MR. MONNERAY: I think it has beon shown it is sufficicnt that 
the witness here only from time to tine and not vory often wont 
in this camp, so I think it is not necessary any nore to put quos- 
tions to hin about permanent conditions inside this can». 

COMMISSIONER: The Commission rules that in future cases the 
Witness should sinply state whether he has knowlocze or not of 
certain conditions, but it should not be expected that he should 
actually bo informed about existing conditions, then he may ox- 
plain the relevancy, but in no case should he be pernittod to pass 


personal judgnents. 
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Q Docuncnt UK 76, pace 12, states that all prisoners, with 
very fow exceptions, who were intcrrozated in Breendonk were nis- 
treated and beaten, Is that correct? 

a I know nothing about it, nor have there bcen any cone 
plaints. 

Q The same page mentions a torture chanber in Breenconk, 
Was there such a thing? 

A I only know of two interrogation roons, which were fur- 
nished, cxactly liko any other civil Sorvice offices, with a desk 
and a couple of chairs, 

Q Page 12 of the sane docunent states that interrogations 
were undertaken usually by Gestapo officials fron Brussels and 
4ntwerp. If they had no authority to torture someone, they tele- 
Graphed the Gestapo office in Brussels which had the records of 
the prisoncrs, in order to ask whether they were pernitted to tor- 
ture. In Brussels, Standartenfuchrer Dr. Canaris usually answered 
in the affirnative. Later, Obersturmbannfuchrer Ehlers. At the 
last, it was Canaris again. Will you please clucidate? 

i The prisoners who were transferred to Breendonk were 
transferred by the cntire security police from the entire areca of 
the kommando fron Bolgiun and France only if the exi sting wchrnacht 
prisons no longer hed roon. Besides the sccurity police, the 
Seeret ficld police also, and the ficla gendarmeric, also trans- 
ferred prisoners there for the sano reasons. I also will nention 
Here that special units by the nanc of "rote kapelle" delivered 
their prisoners there. Tho people who were interrogated could not 
all belong, without any further connent, to the sccurity police 
in Brussels. But as far as they did belong to the socrot police 
or any other authoritics subordinate to then, the chief of the 
office in Brusscls would have boon tho proper authority to grant 
third degree ———— Se The conducting expert had to ask pernission 
in writing for any third degree interrogations, basing his request 
On certain reasons for it. There is no question of any torture, 


but the only way pernission could have been asked for would havo 
17h 
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been by lotter. Any other means of communication is not known to 
me, If this pernission had been requested by telephone, this 
telephone would have beon a public tclophone—-which, of course, 
would have becn Belgian property. I cannot assune that any per- 
mission such as a third degree interrogation could have been asked 
for in the way stated. 

Q Were there Bolgian or French SIPO or SD prisons? Did 
the SD or SIPO have authority to institute procccdings again for- 
cign nationals in Belgium or in Northern Franco, or to execute 


then by shooting? 


A No. I have contioned that all pcople arrested by SIPO 


or secret police or ficld gendarmoric had to be transferred to 
military posts. 

Q Did the sccurity police ordor tho shooting of hostages 
in Bolgiun or in Northcorn. France? ore thero contentretion canps 
in Bolciun or in Northern Franco? 

A There woro mo concentration caps in Belciun or in 
Northern France on the model of German concentration canps, which 
executed protective custody, 

Q Who was commandant for the evacuation of Jews fron Belciun 
and the North of France? 

A In order to answer this question properly, I nust discuss 
the organization of the deputy of the chief of the security police. 
Department One was in charce of adninistration and personnel; 
Department Two, enemies of the ideolocy; Departincnt Three, living 
areas; Departnent Four, Gestapo; Departicnt Five, crininal police; 
Department Six, forcign intellicence service. Section Ono enlployed 
adininistrative officials; Section Two enployed SA fuchrers and per- 
haps some criminal police; Section Three, again SA fuchrers; Sec- 
tion Four, Gestapo officials and employees; Section Five, again 
detectives (criminal police); Section Six, SD employees. Collec- 


tion and deportation of individuals was taken 
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carc of by Department Noe2e In May 1943, Section Tyo was dissolved, and matters 
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pertaining to Jews, Freemasons and churches were transferred to Soction 
Four == which was tho Gostapoe. 
Q Then was Secti~n Eichmann put in charge of these mattors? 
A Section Eichnann was in charge of this in an executive capacity 
at the Reichssichcreitshauptante 
Q What were the functions of the Jewish Committce in Brussels? 
A The Jewish Committee in Brussels was active in the care of Jewse 
This Jewish coucil t vok an active part in taking care of p onal. matters cf 
these people ad alse takin: care cf the clothing 
their transportatione 
Q Who supervised their shelter, treatment and food supply? 
I an convinced that this came under the military administration. 
Internal administration and supervision was executed by Section Tyo, which I 
mentioned beforee On approximately the first of May, 1943, these functions 
were transferred to Section Fours 
Who actuaily transferred the Jews to Mecheln? 
Section Two, vhich I have just menti ned. 


What was the purpose of the evacuation cf these Jews? 


Toward the end of the year 1940 or the beginning of 191, Jows were 


asked to report at a certain placce Tho only thing know in the subscauent 
ime was that these people were to be used to labor in the reconstruction 
of the Easte We believed that our conviction was confirmed by letters which we 
had received fron the military authoritics or the Jewish councile 
letters cane from the East and 9 from Theresienstadt, and tho; 
addressees to take care of belongings which they had storede 

Q In connection with the Jewish problem, did anyone in youf circle 
discuss the final solution of i and what was understood by it? 

A Regarding the solution of the Jewish problem in general, or 
regardins the Jewish problem in Belgiun? 

Q The problem in cencrale 


I have never heard anything abcut the final solution in generale 


Did the Security Police in Belgium confiscate the fortunes of 
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A I can answer this question only beginning with the period starting 
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1 May 1943e I do know that then the Jews! fortunes were not confiscated by 


the security polices The confiscation of the Jewish fortunes =-= or, as they 
were called, “enemy fortunes! == was with Group Tyelve of the military 
adninistrotione 

Q Do you know anything about how the transports were equipped and 
who furnished the accompanying personnel? 

i I never saw such a transport personally, but the Lager fuchrer 
informed me that, at least after lay 1, 19h43, these transports were equipped 
very welle He told me that the Jewish Committee, particularly, vlayed a big 
role in thise Food, ‘sLlankets,water and medical supplies were fumis} 
longer period than was required for the actual travel tine. Up to May, 193, 
it was done by Section Twoe Aftor Tay, 1943, a group composed of volksdeutsch 
who originated in the Banat and Rumania took this transport from Mecheln to 
the frontier. However, it was not always thuse That only ha 
Usually these transports were taken over by the ordnungspolizei and were 
accompanied from Mecheln to their fiinal destination. 

Q It is correct that contrary to the orders issued h 
Jewish Comittee was authorized to open hches for children and sick people? 

A YeSe 

Q Is it correct that, contrary to the orders of Himmler, six to eight 
hundred Jews were in Mecheln when the troops decanped? 

A The laserfuchrer telephoned me, since he could not get hold of 
another official, to > for the preparation of railrond cars for the 


4 


transportation of the people as ordered by Himmler in his area of authority. 
I advised hin,since I did not have any authority to issue orders,to leave 
these Jews in the carpe I asked him toturn them over, including their 
operty and their available ratios s the Jewish indigent personnele He 
hinself was to withdraw when the kommando commandant of Mecheln himsclf 


withcrewe I had no opportunity to check on this in person, but later on I 


i 
met some of our people in Hasselt and asked them whether the avrorfuchrer 
acted according to my advicee That was confirmede 

Q Is it correct that the German police generally were cesi:nated as 


Gestapo or SD within the area of authority without the publicts beint informed 
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about the details or the tasks of every individual factor of the organizati on? 
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À In Belgium, as everywhere else, the Gestapo was held responsible 
for everything that happenede Neither the publie nor the authorities hac any 
concept of the detailed tasks which had been assizned to each onc. In 


addition to that, somo canes used this designation in erder to be able to 


Commit arrests, nistreatmen ts, or any other punisheble actionse 


Q What do you know about the activity of the ss or the police courts? 

& Te de very well known everywhere that sentences wore executed more 
Severely in the SS ma police courts than in the general courtse 

Q Were Gestapo em loyees guilty of some punishable offense also 
Sentenced in thesc courts? 

A Yess It was generally know that Sentences arainst menhbeps of 
the security police or the SD were very severe. Hiamler had ordered the 
printing of the procedure before those courts in pamphlet forme Those pamphlets 
were distributed to all offices, where they were read dw ing the training and 


educational courses of the civil service employees in order to be effective, 


y 
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as a meciun of e.lso as a horrible cxam Alsos it was know -- 
the civi oyces were inforiuecd 1% i upicd territor 
y had to keep their hands clean in evcry dircetion, boccuso, after 
police would still have to 


a possibly 
victorious war, the 


CGO 


take care of c2scs which up to th 


ry nicht not hawe been cleare 


i Ue 
Previously ycu mentioned "verscharfte vernchauns" 
arfte 


s Were such 
vernehnun" being practicc i 1 your area of auth 
Such "third cegrce™ interri 


rity? 
ogations 


homized by the chie?, 


How many such "third 


We must again refer to the organizati.c: 
Brussels authcrized those applicati 
Brussclse Whether the chicts of tho or, later, the 
successors, the korm Sy wore in a position to 
thorize such action, o not i 


you answor my questic 
in Brusscls? 
A t is my opinion that thore 
time in Bolgi. One mus 


uve taken lace actually. 
lircctive was not pexmitted 


hat, 


can remember from the directive 
at the worse -- beating 
nuriber of y 


without an attending: 
strokes excecded ten, the 


physician 
I cannot 


Were there any instruments 
security police in Brussels « 
within the spher 


of your authority? 
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Were the torture cellars, which are repeate dly cited ? 

Prosecution, in existence? 
police had no torture cellars. The offices of the 
sccurity po had arrest cells where the prisoners were to be ke pt curing 
period before they were to military prisons. 
order which required that prisoners, because of the meals, were not to b picked 
up in the morning before eight o'clock and were to be brought back 
picked up before two o "clock, and 

by six Fiatal In Bruss was as fo : Tished te 
interro:ate a priso: í de office hours 1ad to mal application to 
the commander 

Q Would it have been possib o hide the tortures 

have occurred daily? 

The security police had 
apartment buildings, and they were not constructed 
becoming known. The general public, fo 
intervention or to have a question an 
of these buildings. 

Belgian nationals werc arrested 

Belgian socicty try to intervene for such 


It was customary ir xcembourg, and I do not believe it different in 
france, that the public, for the s ightest reason, turned to the militar; 
commander or to the military covernnent or to the diffe ent scctors 
police. People intervened either by 
telephone or in person frequently even 1 
arrested had arrived at the hea lquarters 
arrest. ivery 

sevenfold 
sector. mone these five s tors, the Belgian police was included, 
he Garman document, pare 32 li, Document F 560, RF 305 ‘One must 
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conclude fron checking these testimonies that the b rbarism which was applied 


during these interrogations were always the same in the several localities 


mentioned,” Will you please elucidate? 
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Nothing except "vershcearfte vernehnung" was permitted within the franc- 
work cf policc activity Ys reforring to the dircetive mentioned. In ny opinion, 
such nistreatient and torture of the arrestees can never have taken place. 

he same page declares the following: "A man who mado an 
Scape and was capturcd was put back into his coll, turned over to 
and eaten alivo," 

L have heard nothing regarding this 


1 that 


4 A 1, * * —⸗ e3 1 s P a —— J — J 
3306 o i¢ German record, a stapc headquarte 


Arnenticres is mentioned ] here < PO Office in Arnentic 


in Northern 


> mentions a torture cellar in Valcncicnnos,. 
torture charber? 


According to my knewledco, Valenciennes also 
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Q I am submitting to you the document F 560 RF 305e I should like to 


` 


read a few excerpts from that document s Page 15 of this document mentions 


a man by the name of Stanis as a member of the Gestapos Is that correct ? 

å Neither the Gestapo nor the security police had a member by the name 
of Stanis. 

Q Page 16 mentions a Gestapo office in Arras s and also mentions a certair 
man by the name of Habener in Loos, 

A As far as I knowy Loos was a military prison near Lille, There was a 
man who belonged to the office of lille by the name of Habenere 

Q Page 19 mentions mistreatment by the Security police in Lille, The 
page mentions the feldpolizeie 

A The feldpolizei had nothing to do with the security polices I have 
nothing to say in regard to thate is far as I can remember, the security 
police and the commander of the security police was extant in tha part of 
Lille called La Madeleine, If the statement of the interrozee is correct, the 
official has committed an infraction of the rules. Hitting him or stepping 
on him were not permitted to the interrogator in accordance with the tirective, 
even when it was a "verscharfte vernehmunge", 

Q I am submitting to you F 571, RF 307, Page 21 of this Jocument mentions 
offices of the Gestapo in Courdray and Tourquois. Were there any office of 
the security police here ? 

4 There was no office of the Security police in Tourquoise There was none 
in Courdray either, 

Q Page 27 mentions an office of the Gestapo in Poulogne-sureiMer, 

å There was none there. I stated before, as far as I know there was 
only an office in Lille, 

Q Page 30 speaks of police in civilian clothing. Is this a sign that it 
wes security police ? 

å That is no proof at ally because the secret field police, as well as 
the countereintelligence and Speciallyecharged troops, also appeared in 
civilian clothes as well as uniform, Mso, illegal troops calling themselves 
Gestapo appeared both in uniform and in civilian clothes. The military 
commander in Delgium and Northern France, by means of the press, repeatedly 
pointed out such counterfeit polices he published the identification cars of 


all the police sections including the identification cards of the Belrian 
1,82 
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police. He asked the population to imnediately call up any military office 
if anyone should come to them claiming to be police and having no identific- 
ation cardo 

Q Referring to Chapter Two of the document designated as UK 76,5 RS 329, 
Page 80 reads as follows : "We can actually say that no one arrested by the 


Gestapo has escaped mistreatment" e 


A I was in Belgium for four years, No one ever made any statement at 


any time that anywhere did he suffer such treatment at the hands of the polic. 


Whenever any disagreement arosey the military commander, as well as the chief 
Of the pertinent office of the security polices stepped ing I, myself, took 
Steps because it was not in the mental makeup of the professional policeman 
to act in such a manner, If it is stated here that practically no one, or no 
one at ally escaped beatings, there are as many witnesses as there 
in Selcium. 

Q The last question referring to the subject : Were there any 


S 


"verscharftevernehmung" practiced against women ? 
fi Nos such interrogations were never permitted in the case of women, As 
far as I can remember, the directive verbatim, it does not mention specifically 
that subject; but it was considered generally a law in the security police that 
women were not to undergo third degree interrozations ; and that they were not 
to use manacles on them, 
(The Commission adjourned at 1700 hours. ) 
The foregoing is a true and correct transcript of the testimony of 
FRANZ STRAUD, taken on 20 June 196, 
Pernice Winkle po 
Reporter 


DJ » Noll 


Reporter 


CERTIFIED TO : 


M, Martin Havard 
Commissioner 





